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reveal and demonstrate the existence, perfections and vernment of 
> original, independent and intelligent Agent, we cal! God. 
Our knowledge of revealed Theology we derive from the Scriptures 


‘f natural in all other ways; by all objects of sense, their existence, 
variety, beauty, regularity, harmony and manifest design, in their 
wonderful adaptation to their appropriate and respective ends. 

In confirmation of their doctrine concerning the First Cause, the 
holy Scriptures refer us to the works of creation and Providence.— 
Rom.1:19, 20, ‘‘Because that which may be known of God is manifest 
in them; for God hath showed it unto them. For the invisible things 
of him from the creation of the world are clearly seen, being under- 
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stood by the things that are made, even his eternal power and God- 
head: so that they are without excuse. Heb. 3:4, ‘‘For every house 
is builded by some man; but he that built all things is God.’ Ps. 19: 
1—3, ‘‘The heavens declare the glory of God: and the firmament 
showeth his handy work. Day unto day uttereth speech, and night 
unto night showeth knowledge. There is no speech nor language 
where their voice is not heard.” 


All the acquisitions in the doctrines and discoveries of natural 
science, so far from administering to the proud independence oi infi- 
delity, or reducing the claims and depreciating the importance ol 
Christian Theology, do manifest its divinity, and shed a more power- 
ful light on its foundation princ ple—The Divine Existence. 

In the investigation of our sul t we are eoncerned with the Athe- 
ist. Whose verdict on the doctrine of a God is Only that it is not pi 
ven. Notthat itis disproven. For an antitheist there can not | 
until it is demonstrated that God is not. Perverse as man is, he ha 
never attempted to do this. But the moral perversity of his nature ied 
him to wish in his heart, that God did not exist. ‘The fool hath s 
in his heart, there is no God.” —''The wicked through the pride of I 


countenance will not seek after God, God is not in all his thoughts 

Ps. 10:4. Such do not entertain the question of a God. Fools only 
are capable of acting sucha part. If the prima facie evidence for a 
God were not enough at the outset of his ministrations to decide the 
question of his existence, it is at Jeast enough to summons all the 
faculties of an intelligent creature to a respectful entertainment of the 
question. Man has at least such a sense of the Divinity, as his own 
conscience will tell, as should put him on the regards and the inqui- 
ries of moral earnestness. He is not to blame if an atheist for want 
of proof. But he is criminal, if an atheist, because he has shut his 
eyes, to the evidence, and turned away his attention from it. The 
question of 4 God may lie unresolved in his mind, all he has to do, is 
to refuse a hearing to the question—which none buta fool would do. 

The atheist affirms a want of sufficient proof to show that God is: 
And on this question the issue is joined. 

I. To be able to say that there is a God, we have only to examine 
our curious workmanship, to look abroad over the face of the earth 
and turn our eye to the star-lit heavens. But before one can say there 
is no God, he must survey nature’s universal frame, and see that no 
mark of a divine footstep is on it. He must converse with every ex- 


isting spirit in the universe, whether embodied or disembodied, and 
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earn from each that he never received a revelation of the Deity. He 
inust have searched, not the records of a single plannet, but into the 
rchieves of all worlds, and thence gathered, that, throughout the 

ide realms of immensity, not one exhibition of a reigning and living 


(rod ever has been made. He should travel abroad over the surround- 


universe, till he had exausted it. He must search backward and 
d throughout ; the hidden recesses of Eternity. le must 


weep over the plains of infinitude, traverse the outskirts of intermi- 


his litthe planet of ours, the re- 


na space, ana 





of a universal blank, wherein he had not met with one manilesta- 


, Or One movement of a presiding God. Inshort, to re ject the exX- 








tence of God, he must arrogate to himself the omnipresence and om- 
ience of the God-head. To preciude theexistencve ol Deity mat 
t ass 1e tobe God. If he is not in every place at the same time 
can not allirm that there are not uneguivocal tokens of God's « 
( me wine J cannot wilh certainty sign the caus 
: 
] { to i that cau may b uu 
' 
iJ. Is there not an existing material universe? Can we doubttha 
ourselves and innumerable other things around us are a part o 
iat univers Now this unive could come into existence in but 
» ne of three ways. Ist. Either it sprang from necessity, or 2d, 1 
ted itself out of nothing; or 3d, it was created by some being wh 
erto create it 
rh sseruon t t hings rangi m cessily is self-contradic 
\ res nsomething antecedentto itselil. fo 
I It st i i i ol hn i cil : i 
\ i j Ss r ¢ l tac y « fh 
yt I t ul t acl 
Lu g t ( € iy I istruni 
But o i ( »COI j ithat we cal 
5 A ; 5 OP ” ssity, but by will and 
\\ nm ¢ t < t had vi to ve 
: . 
I t ) > ¢ ry cre ttl .\ ill ] i \ I 
» assert thatthe u \ se sprang iron necessity. 


very effect must have an adequate producing cause, and the « 
t cannot exist before the cause. Something, therefore, cannot pro- 
ceed from nothing. Self-creation is absurd—in itself a contradiction 
yr it supposes that a cause can act before it exists, or that an effect 
s the cause of itself Human reason rejects the first and second sup- 


positions. We, thérefore, embrace the third as true—the world was 














412 THE EXISTENCE OF GOD: 


nntil it is shown that the world is neither the production « 


The several opinions of ancient and modern times appear t 
er more nor less than modifications of one or the other of 
tems. We shall examine them separately 

1. To say that the visible universe is created by chance 


for chance is no producing cause—it is nothing. To say tl 


is produced, and yet that there is no cause of its producti 


effected at all—which isa palpable absurdity. All things, tl 
do exist, must have derived their existence from some oti 


and that being is God. 


And how admirable is the adaptation of the atmosphere, 1 
a medium of visionand sound, butalso of respiration, ane 
to the process of digestion and the circulation of the blood. 


to the venous blood, as it passes the pulmonary system, a 


that something is effected when it is effected by nothing, th: 


®. The manifest design in the frame work of the world 
its parts, in their regularity, harmony, government, and ter 
one result, utterly pre ‘lude t acoctril of chan 
When we examine ac! aw h, or any machine 
| imagine it to be self-pr V tantly perceive t 
sign. The arrangement of i C1 | parts, and the : 

: movements to one result, show it to be a contrivance; 1 ‘ 
suppose the faculty of contriving to be in the « ck, watch, « 
itself, butin a separate agent. It stral that men sh¢ 
] . . are tr e ] 
discover the agency of man il his works, and yet not 
hand of God in the visible creation 

Turning from art to nat we behold avast system of 
We see countless ol ct if vith the most ev) nti 
sign The Sul ior eX ( { he I e ¢ 
solar sistem, and thie « ( I une 
planets, with t T , e} 

1 ' 
vell calculat ré r succe n of the 
mer and win See ‘ est How wonde 
formed is the human syste: For instance, the eye 

; so eae ol ; ' . : 
purpose oO! si ti: the eal rthe Iunction o! hearing: the 

; | | c 
digestion; the heart for circulation, and the lungs for per 


oxygen requisite to make it serve the purposes of nutrition a 






































created by some agent who had power to create it. To this it may 
be replied, no: It is not certain that there isan intelligent First Cause, 


of chance 


nor eternal, nor an infinite series, nor produced by the laws of nature. 
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rough the system. The least alteration in the 


, 
s. 


in of vision, hearing, respiration or digestion, or in the atmos- 
here, would at once disturb the function of sight, hearing, digestion 
circulation and respiration. On the least variation in man or exter- 
nal nature, turns the whole balance between physical enjoyment and 
the most acute and most dreadful physical agony. The balance 1s del- 
icate, and yet is surely and steadfastly maintained; so that the great 
k of animated existence Js in reality seasoned with enjoyment and 
portingin gaiety. And does not this clearly evince the existenc« 


in intelligent, designing and presiding Agent? 


As in the works of art we never think of ascribing the power of con- 


trivance to the machine itself, so we are certain the wisdom, benevo- 
lence and pow dis} iim external nature and in the human struc- 
ture are not th perties of matter, neither are they properties of 
an, since he very imperfectly acquainted with the system of na- 
ture and with his own formation. If there be an inseparable connec- 
n betwixt tl leas of a contrivance and the contriver; and if it be 
dent, int rd to the \ e world and the human structure, the de- 
gning agent is not man himself, there must undeniably be some sep- 
ite, invistble, it gent, benevolent, powerful agent, who is_ the 
Creator. And $s au t being we indicate by the term Gon. 
An intelligent being must take leave of his reason before he can 
that char made t world. Ifchance did this, why does it 
ever format 1 tree, a | e, a temple, acity, a watch, a stean 
oat or ship, a iting | s,a aper or a book? If any on 





and well finished world was 


»duced by the accidental! concourse of self-produced atoms, we can- 
t imagine why he who can thus think should not also conclude that 
the houses in this town and the men who walk the streets were formed 


by the casual blowing of winds and drifting of sand and dust—that if 


numberless types, representing the letters of the alphabet, were cast 
sarelessly in the high-way, street or printing oflice, they would forn 
newspapers, magazines, books and libraries. But when did chance 


produce a single sentence, verse or word? If never, then who may 
ascribe the existence of the universe to chance without meriting the 
appellation ofa fool? To demand a reason of such an one would of 
itself be an absurdity, because he declares in the very nature of the 
doctrine, that neither the existence nor the doctrine admits of the ap- 
plication of any reason. Of course, that existence has happened in 


any case, is in its own nature capable of being evidenced only by tes- 
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timony, and of this evidence it is in fact incapable, because no witness 
was ever present at such a contingency to see chance produce a fly, a 


srags-hopper, a spire of grass, a tree, a house, a ship, a globe, a man 
ny ’ I I 





or any thing else. The doctrine of chance, therefore, stands on ex- 
actly the same ground with that of al] other mere assumptions, and is 


even more absurd than such as the following: the soul of man is r 





or blue, triangular or square, that the inhabitants of Jupiter walk wit 
their heads downward, or that the sun 1s a body of me'ted glass. 

III. We pass on to the consideration of the hypothesis that tl 
s eternal. There are several modifications of 1 } 
world’s eternity. We will assign some of the man} 
pearto us to overthrow it, rather than state the seve: I 1v 
it has been held 

1. It is laid down asan axiom that ifany thing be et 
self-existent and immutable. For any thing is the s < 
properties taken together. We can have 1 I 
stance distinct from allits inherent properties. 


ny property be removed or destroyed, a part ¢ 
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tions both barbarous and civilized. It is not merely in populous 


ties and civilized c¢ it infidel: encountered with the 
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2. Each individual in a series is aunit. But every 
units, however vreat, 1s with intuitive certainty numerable 


fore not infinite. 
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3. Every individual in the series, forinstance in the series of men 
beasts, birds, trees and plants, had a beginning But a collection « 
beings, each having a beginning, it follows that however long the se 
ries, it must also have ha ming rhis is likewise self-eviden 
Should t sa ul f tin eac series had no ( ning 
was from everlasting oniy poss e method « evadil 
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1. ‘‘The laws of natu this a phrase without meanit Do 
ose who use it know what they intend to signify? If so, what d 
they mean Do they use the words figura to nify t authoro 
nature, or do they mean the order and constitution of things whicl 
the Sup n Inte igence has established and maintains If in thi 
last sense, then it appears that they would have us understand that the 
iws of Nature are adequate to th production of Nature itself. What 
can be more ynsistent than to suppose the natural causes which 
we see in Operation arour us formed the universe in all its variety 
beauty and h irmony? So far from this, they are all the result of form- 


and could not have existed had not that formation e 
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of a God. If so, the idea must emanate from God himself, sin 
is notinnate nor originated in his own mind. The existence of 
idea, therefore, conclusively es that God is, and that he imparted 
i knowledge of his existence, character and govert it to the tirst 


pair of the human race, from whom, by means of tradition and revela- 








tion, the idea of a God has been transmitted to th itest generation 
ind now prevails among all the tribes and nations of the world. 
7. When the idea ofa God ts in the mind, al! tnings around us 
> i 1 us‘ 1onstra CXIs ! [ l itu 
yud through all her we t i G We can , 
oureves but W ( ) I ( ub Ol di t i 
us wt cs of cre ! »> Uu rn Ow’ ll | ( 
| Ev 7 ¢ I every yin I i ) 
iter and ¢ I I ( C well ey | et and eve Wil a 
no star witht t ci I ina irs \ n | — 
ihe untutored 1! i i the i en Him mt rm and I 
nin v 
Who ever sa tues es but concluded there was a statua- 
and a limunet Who can behold garments, ships or houss 
not understand that there was a weaver, a carpenter and an architec 


All things that are, demonstrate something from whence the y are.— 
One may as well doubt whether there be a sun, when he feels and se: 
his beams gilding the earth, as doubt whether there be a God when 
he sees his works—Ps. 19 l v0. 


Can we behold the snider’s nest orsilk-worm’s web, the bee’s clos- 


et or the ant’s yranary, without acknowledging a higher being than 





} 


1 creature, who hath pl 


inted that genius in them—Job 39; Ps. 104 
®4. All the stars in the great arch of the skies, and the dust of the 


earth oppose the atheist and establish a most interesting and important 


i 
1 


doctrine, which lies at the foundation of all religion, natural and re- 

= vealed—the existence of Go 
If we have succeeded in overturning the several hypotheses which 
have now passed under review, the world is not self-created—it is 
not produced by chance—it is not eternal—it is not an infinite series 
—it is not produced by the laws of nature. It follows, therefore, that 
it must have been created. Ifso, there must be a Creator, a First 
Cause, an Infinite Architect, in whom all the sources of enjoyment 
and of existence are hidden; and the fates of the human race suspend- 


ed in the balances sustained by his unweariedand unshakenarm. He 
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hey would embrace the old nomenclature rather than the new. 
stone may be called an egg, but he that receives it as such, and at- 
tempts to eat it, certainly lacks discrimination. 

It is acommon error of Calvinists to rejectas erroneous whatever ts 
denominated Armuinianism, and to receive as truth all that bears the 


ppellation of Calvinism. Also, it is not an uncommon error of Ar 
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